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ment and financiers rejoiced at the removal of a
man whom they unjustly accounted responsible
for a recrudescence of immorality and atheism,
and for the economic ruin and the waste of the
State rescources.

Historians, novelists, pedagogues have ever
since represented Philip of Orleans in the most
gloomy colours. In exaggerating his vices they
have knowingly misinterpreted his virtues, his
devotion, his services to France and to the king.
Far from satisfying themselves with Saint-Simon's
whole-hearted testimony, many writers have im-
bibed their information from the pamphlets and
the deliberate satires of the period. Of their own
accord they chose to ignore the advantages con-
ferred by the Regency.

It would be ridiculous to take one of Boucher's,
Baudouin's or Fragonard's engravings for an
exact picture of the customs of the XVIIIth cen-
tury; so, also, to exaggerate the importance of the
gaieties at the Palais-Royal and to misconstrue
the immense constructive work realized between
1715 and 1723, would constitute a serious historic
falsehood. If the Regent's personality has been
distorted and falsified, has been reduced to unfair
proportions and slandered by men like Michelet,
Louis XV, the child, has met with just as much
injustice; historians have taken a delight in accepting
in good faith any story, however absurd, everything
that could make him hateful and despicable. Between
fanciful pictures and exaggerations^ persisting for
two centuries, and the truth that rests on the most